DUBLIN POLICE OFFICES. 



RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 5 April 1841 -—for, 

A £° P , Y „° f th , 6 MlNDTB ° f the Lobd Lieoteuant of Ireland, directing Messrs. 
Jdatchell and Monaghan to inquire into the State of the Dublin Police 
pfices Also, a Copy of their Report to the Lord Lieutenant; together 
with a Copy of the Lord Lieutenant’s Orders thereupon, respecting the Police 
Magistrates and Offices since that Report. 

A RETURN of the Number of Dublin Police Magistrates, and the Amount 
of their Salary ; stating the Increase or Decrease, if any, since the Report, and 
the Cause of it; and whether any of the present Magistrates pursue other 




Ordered , by The House of Commons, i!o be Printed, 11 May 1841. 
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— No. 1 .— 

LETTER of the Lord Lieutenant to Messrs. Hatchell and Monaghan. 

TTHimR 1 ' • 1 Dublin Castle, 15 February 1840. 

V S fP res ““ons having been made to the Lord Lieutenant resnect- 

■ "U^i? St tr tJle D lvis i° na l Offices of Police in Dublin and the man 
ner m which public business is transacted in them, his Excellency is detirn « 
that the subject should be fully investigated, and has directed me torequest that 
Ms information?^ 1 ™ dertaie SUch “>™«g«‘ion, and will report the result for 

Your attention will be particularly directed to the following points 

1. Whether any of the magistrates are incapable, from age or infirmity of 
discharging the duties of their office with vigour and efficiency 

£?fnnc 1 tL“ ymStanCe S " Ch 88 ‘° inteferewi * *E<= exercise of their ma^s- 

ib 3 'b Wllat r re ,. th ? 8' eneral arrangements at the several offices with reuard to 
he hours of business; what number of hours each magistrate^ attend! dai Iv 
roughout the year, and whether the hours appropriated to public business are 
such as to afford the greatest facilities to the public. P 

with r!? 6 *! 1, f pr ?. ctice of the several magistrates and offices in similar cases 

The 3 eTldepCe . reC l uired ’ the le S al & ™ s used, the penalties inflicted 8 

enforcement or mitigation of such penalties, is the same or as nearlv flip 
me m can reasonably be expected ; also, whether in any of the offices, rases 

are 
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are summarily decided, which do not legally come within the jurisdiction of the 
magistrates. If it should appear that such is the fact, you will ascertain in 
what manner any fines imposed in such cases are appropriated. 

5. Whether the business in the several offices is despatched with due prompti- 
tude, and, if any serious arrears do exist, or have existed, whether they might 
have been prevented by increased exertion on the part of the magistrates ; also, 
whether due care is taken to ascertain that persons entering into recognizances 
give their real names and residences, and are possessed of property sufficient for 
the amount to be levied in case of forfeiture. 

6. What arrangements are made with respect to the payment of fines imposed 
by the magistrates, and by whom such fines are received, when paid, on con- 
viction. 

In reporting the facts which may be collected in the course of your inquiry, 
you will offer, for his Excellency’s consideration, any suggestions which- may 
occur to you for the improvement of the administration of justice within the 
jjoliee district of Dublin. 

I have, &c. 

To John Hatchell, Esq. (signed) T. Drummond. 

and James H. Monaghan, Esq. 



— No. 2. — 

REPORT of Messrs. Hatchell and Monaghan. 

Sir, Dublin Castle, 10 December 1840. 

In compliance with the directions of the Lord Lieutenant, as conveyed to us 
by the letter of the late Mr. Drummond, to inquire into the state of the Divi- 
sional Offices of Police in Dublin, we have entered into such investigation so far 
as our powers enabled us to do, and now report the result for his Excellency’s 
information. 

The first point to which our attention was directed being, Whether any of the 
magistrates were incapable, from age or infirmity, of discharging the duties of 
their offices with vigour and efficiency, we have been informed by Major Sirr 
and Alderman Darley, the two surviving magistrates of the Head Division, that 
they are respectively 76 years of age, and have been upwards of 30 years in 
office. Major Sirr appears to be in good health, but we understand that Aider- 
man Darley has been sometimes absent from his office during the last and present 
years on account of ill health ; looking therefore at the occasional infirmity of the 
one and the advanced ages of both those gentlemen, and the certain increase of 
the business of the police-officers by the arrangements hereinafter suggested, we 
feel ourselves bound to come to the conclusion that Major Sirr and Alderman 
Darley will be unable to discharge the onerous duties of the Head Police-office 
with that vigour and efficiency which the public service will require. 

The present magistrates of the College-street Division are, Mr. Gabbett, 
Alderman Fleming, and Mr. Studdert. 

Alderman Fleming and Mr. Studdert appear to us to be fully competent to 
the active and efficient discharge of the duties of their office. With respect to 
Mr. Gabbett, that gentleman is in the 70th year of his age, has served in his 
office for upwards of year^, and for the last two years suffered much from 
occasional illness ; but he is at present punctual in his attendance, and diligent 
in the discharge of his duty. 

The magistrates of Henry-street Police-office are, Mr. Kelly, Mr. O’Cal- 
laghan, and Mr. Duffy ; and those of Arran-quay, Mr. Hitchcock and Alderman 
Tyndal. All of these gentlemen are under the age of 50,- except Mr. Hitch- 
cock, who states himself to be 70 years old. He is, however, in good health; 
and we are of opinion that all of these gentlemen are fully capable of dis- 
charging the duties of magistrates of police. 
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W 1 ha w^ S ? inquired int0 the second subject referred to us for investigation 
namely, .Whether any of the magistrates are engaged in occupations uncon- 
nected with the duties of their offices. In making this inquiry we have been 
necessarily obliged to apply to the magistrates themselves for information • and 
from their letters, m reply to our communications, it appears that only two of 
them, namely, Mr. Kelly and Mr. Studdert, have any such occupations 7 

Btefj'Swf v 6 ° ffi u e ° f Sene f ^ of , Gran S e Gotman, which situation he 
states was held by his predecessor, the late Mr. Cole, for a considerable period 
m conjunction with the office of police magistrate. ’ 

The time required for the discharge of his duties as seneschal, are from 10 to 
1^0 clock on each Friday morning, and at a quarter past four on each second 

wither dh“h S ' T f' i i aM f ndaJlce ’ ln our opinion, does not materially interfere 
with the discharge of his duties as magistrate of police. 

Mr. Studdert, jointly with his son, are the agents of the Atlas Insurance 

MrXId^ thr ^- 0 WhiChiS transacted in his house in Sackville-street 
Mr. Studdert states in his letter to us, that the business of the Company is trans 
acted principally by his son, and m no way interferes with his attendance at his 
office; and, assuming such to be the fact, "we do not conceive that his connexion 
with the agency of the Atlas Office is compatible -with the due discharge of his 
magisterial functions ; we, however, respectfully suggest that upon any future 
MT* of a magistrate to any of the Divisional Police-offices, that there 
should be an express understanding that the person appointed should not be 
engaged m or connected with any other occupation. 

■ re s ard t0 tbe uext subject of inquiry referred to us, we have examined 

ht 0 nS, e ,r gen T lar Tf em /f S u 0f the SCT oral police-offices, and having considered 
for hfo Fvflf qU ““ ty °- f , the dusmess transacted therein, we respectfully suggest 
foi his Excellency s consideration certain alterations in respect thereof wfare 

tllT“nd that‘ n T ber ° f the 1 P ol . ic . e -° ffiaes ^ould be reduced from four to 
Henv’ 1 r? h ? Arran-quay Division should be consolidated with that of 

north J of X fXl’ com P™ in g the portion of the metropolis 
noith ot the Kiver Liffey, and that a suitable police-office, in a central nosition 
between Arran-quay and Henry-street, convenient to Essex-bridge, should be 
provided for the despatch of business In that division, the office in Henry-street 

the nolfoe d offi? e f Inea | i n - tme; and ’ f the preSent duties of the magistrate! in all 
the police-offices touching summary convictions in relation to public-houses be 

recommended 16 ma S lstr f es ‘he College-street Police-office; as hereinafter 

no T ?• d ’- we r re n° f ° plm ™ that the “Ugisp-Utes of the one office for the 

busines! of tha^district . 6 metr ° P ° liS ' ,iU b6 t0 dischar S a a11 the 

We are also directed to inquire, whether the practice of the several magistrates 
T llar aases > Wltl ‘ res P ec “° the evidence required, the legfl forms 
used, the. penalties inflicted, and the enforcement or mitigation of such penalties 

hi anv oS °ffi aS Dearly ‘ be Sam ® “ C -? n reasonabl y ho expected; also, Whether 
m any ot the offices cases are summarily decided which do not legallv come 

!nd b b n th , e J unsdlctlon of ‘ he magistrates. We have inquired into those Matters; 
sev db I S l ?Te £ re P? rt that a great difference of practice prevails in the 
thl f P° hce -“®? es ’ m prosecutions by the police for offences committed against 
the Acts regulating public-houses, as well in the legal forms used and the 
differs 66 r ? qmre . d ’ as m the amount of penalties inflicted and enforced. This 
fference is productive of much practical inconvenience, which we are of opinion 

Xe” 7 A b ° effe i Ctl,al y rem<!d,ed hy ha ™g this class of business confined to one 
office. A similar inconvenience formerly existed in cases of information for 
offences against the Excise Laws, and was only remedied by having all such 
prosecutions disposed of exclusively by the magistrates of the Head Police-office. 

in a! ? S ° °? sid ? r > t! ' at th c. Pr®ent practice of proceeding upon informations 
in the several police-offices of Dublin in the cases of public-houses, is inconve- 
nient and defective, inasmuch as it is the duty of the police constable, being the 
prosecutor, to furnish to the magistrate’s clerk instructions for the drawing of the 
informations and filling the summonses. That person, however, has a variety of 
other duties connected with the office to perform, which prevents an immediate 
and continued attention to those instructions. Interruption and delay unavoid- 
ably take place ; and those instructions are . frequently misunderstood by the 
C 6 qi o ° r ^ aCtS ^ or £°^ en ky ^ le prosecutor, and offenders consequently escape 
A 2 punishment. 
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punishment. We therefore think that the legal forms and proceedings of such 
class of offences should be prepared in the department of the Metropolitan Police- 
office, and heard and determined by either the magistrates of the Head or College- 
street Division ; that the summonses, informations, convictions, and other legal 
forms, should be prepared by a competent person, in the employment and under 
the control of the Commissioners of Police, the duty of which person should be to 
attend the hearing and be responsible for the proper conduct of such prosecu- 
tions. It now frequently happens the Crown solicitor and counsel'are employed 
for the purpose of sustaining such prosecutions; and after much expense incurred 
they have been abandoned, in consequence of some error or informality in the 
summons or information. 

The withdrawing from the police-office having cognizance of the offence the 
preparation of those legal forms will to a great extent lessen the duties which 
would be otherwise cast upon such office exclusively. 

With respect to the Carriage Court, in which complaints against the drivers of 
hackney coaches, cars, &c. are determined, the business of that court was for- 
merly despatched by the magistrates of the Head Office exclusively, and is now in 
our opinion transacted in a very unsatisfactory manner. The Court sits but 
twice a week, and the several magistrates in the different police-offices preside 
there by rotation in alternate months. In consequence of the Court sitting so 
seldom, there is a great accumulation of business for court days ; the poor man’s 
time is wasted, prosecutors (who are frequently travellers) cannot attend,^ and by 
reason of the change of magistrates, the fines are unequal and appear capricious, 
the amount of penalties inflicted being according to the view of the presiding 
magistrate, some of them considering sixpence as a sufficient penalty for what 
others inflict from five to ten shillings. We therefore recommend that this court 
should sit daily at 10 o’clock in the morning for the despatch of the business, 
except on Sundays and the usual public holidays, and be exclusively under the 
jurisdiction of the magistrates of the Head Police-office. 

We therefore most respectfully submit for his Excellenc 3 '’s consideration, that 
it would ensure uniformity of practice, successful results, and equality of punish- 
ment, if the three classes of summary convictions, namely, the excise and carriage 
cases, were exclusively determined by the magistrates of the Head Police-office, 
and those for offences against the Spirit Licence Acts b) r the magistrates of 
College-street. 1 

With regard to the general criminal business of the several divisional offices, 
we think that an improvement might be made in the. manner of taking informa- 
tions to be returned to the commission or quarter sessions. It now frequently 
happens that a difficulty arises in the conducting of the Crown prosecutions, by 
reason of the informations not containing a sufficiently minute detail of the alleged 
outrage, which arises from the fact that the clerk who prepares the informations 
is not present at the examination of the parties before the magistrates. To remedy 
this evil, we recommend for his Excellency’s consideration, that the clerks now 
in the establishment of Arran-quay office, should be transferred to the other 
divisions to assist in the discharge of the general business of those divisions, with 
a particular instruction to the magistrates to have the constant attendance of the 
most competent person for the purpose at the investigation before them of any 
criminal charge on which informations were to be taken and returned to the 
commission or quarter sessions • that the clerk who should be present shall take 
an accurate note of . the examination and cross-examination of the prosecutor ^nd 
the several witnesses, and that the informations should be prepared by him forth- 
with from such notes, and that the magistrates, before receiving the informations, 
should take care that the same contained everything, material that appeared on 
the examination of the persons swearing such informations. 

We have been informed that in some of the offices persons charged have been 
committed for further examination for periods of time longer, than appears to 
us necessary or warranted by law. This is a practice which should be avoided, 
and prisoners should not be recommitted for further examination for any greater 
time than the magistrates acting together shall, in the exercise of a sound discre- 
tion, deem advisable for the discovery of evidence upon a strong, reasonable pre- 
sumption of guilt in the accused. 

Our 
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Our attention having been also directed as to whether in anv of the offices 
cases are summarily decided which do not legally come within the jurisdiction 
of the magistrates, we have ascertained that in two of the offices namely the 
smal “ Offic-. the magistrates are in the habft o’fTmporin. a 

“f pecuniary fine on persons caught in the fact of committing certain 
nuisances m the public streets. Those fines are accounted for in the same 
manner as all other fines imposed. The persons fined, in most instances nav 
them at once, m order to be discharged ; but if they are unable or unwilling to 
pay same the magistrates do not attempt to enforce the payment but liter 
detaining them for a few hours, dismiss them. As the law iwlS^he ma^s- 
trates have no summary jurisdiction in cases of this description. In the Hen°ry- 
street and College-street Offices, in similar cases, the magistrates do not assume 
to bnrf m h ™ posm f fines ’ but obb 'ge the party to enter into recognizance 
Jo to tl beha ™'i 1 ' ■ expense of such recognizance being equal, or nearly 
so, to the fine imposed in the other offices, has the same effect of punishing th! 
offender, and we think it should be preferred, being warranted by l!w g 

partlTd^lt 6 ' 0 * 0 ? ? practice preTails of issui »g summonses in cases between 
andutol P ty . ¥ cb the ma g lstl 'ates have, strictly speaking no jurisdiction 
howeVer Ch hear^ > and r, d^t >Ul ^'^ e sub J ec ^ matter of civil Zion. ^Themagistr^^i 
acqffilS d in Z ^ those cases, and their decisions are frequently 

whi c rwlw hem S t C °/‘° er “ ed supposmg that same could be enforced! 
wnicn, However, the magistrates never attempt to do. We have not found that 

SdS^a!Tr nien t Ce ° r ,“ f haa a ™“ from%uch Slmptn S 

the houre imomiftedT “m?*, eaCh day thr ° u glw>t the year; and whether 
litfe * *1 11 , ted t0 puWlc busIn ess are such as to afford the greatest faci 

witl prom^tadm “ WhethCT * he bUSineSS “ thC Severai offices is despatched 

sevma/offi!!! ZfH'TfT °! the I f ma made b T the tnagistrates of the 
Head offie B ’ t fi nd t la * 1 16 10 " rs of attendance are not uniform. In the 
or seven ilthem ” ag “ g “ era % attends at so early an hour as six 

office St atteizrsfi T ^ part, “& at 1 2 i 'he other magistrates in the same 
omee not attending till 11 or 12, and departing at two or three. 

andVwow' 0fEceathe S™” 1 hoots of attendance are from between 10 and 
XLtostr„dSt ee sa“ d tt r ! " ver T frequently happens that only two 

anJZffifvTeS 5 ’ ma i e - by ma S is ‘ rat , es > show the time of their first coming to 
abs Jr! y t f the,r offic f oael. day, but do not notice any occasional 
absence that may have occurred during that day. 

trates’m TeSSd *° SSSS * f “T™ 3 !.’ u 6 s ? ggest that at each offiee tw » magis- 
fom- u tbSS S f h? daily ’ from teu °’ clook in tlle forenoon uStil 

shmild i iT regards the Head Offiee, whilst one of the magistrates 
them co! d d y dlSpat f bm ,S he hoso-ss of the Carriage Court, one other of 
hern could dispose of the lighter criminal business arising during the preceding 

thf l’„nT 1 T“ g f f,™ US cases i as aIso a11 cases preceded by summons, until 
,, --nation of at least two of the magistrates can be obtained. Thus, the 
attendance of all the magistrates can be obtained for all cases requiring such 
attendance m the course of the day. • 1 8 

In the two other offices, we think that the magistrates should commence 
business at ten o clock, disposing first of cases arising during the preceding 
night, reserving for a later hour in the clay all cases of a serious nature, as also 
all cases preceded by summons. Should the number of cases arising during the 
preceding night be very numerous, we think that the magistrates should exercise 
their discretion as to whether it would be advisable for one of them to sit apart 
and take a portion of the business, and thus dispose of the custody cases, so as 
to enable all the magistrates at the proper hour of the day to attend to cases 
requiring the consideration of the entire beneh. 

310- A Q -n 

° A 6 From 
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From the increasing importance of Kingstown and its neighbourhood, we take 
the liberty of suggesting the propriety of having a magistrate connected with 
the College-street Office resident there. Should his Excellency approve of this 
suggestion, we are of opinion that the magistrate so resident at Kingstown should 
attend at the office there daily, from ten to four o’clock, and that he should 
have the assistance of one of the magistrates of the College-street Office three 
times a week, for the purpose of disposing of those cases requiring the presence 
of two magistrates. 

Should these suggestions meet his Excellency’s approval, it will be found that 
the number of magistrates will be reduced from 12 to 10, nine of whom could be 
attached to the three Divisional Offices in Dublin, and one resident in Kingstown. 

And although we feel that the suppression of one of the four offices will, for 
the present, necessarily impose an additional weight of business upon the other 
three, yet, in coming to the conclusion that the one division at the north side of 
the city, and the reduced number of magistrates, will answer the purpose of an 
effectual administration of the law, and preservation of the public peace within 
the district of the metropolis, we have been very much influenced by a reason- 
able expectation of a progressive decrease in the criminal business of the city, 
in consequence of the great advance of temperance and diminution of crime, as 
appears from the Police Returns of the last 12 months, as compared with those 
of the preceding year. 

We have, &c. 

(signed) John Hatchell. 

N. H. Macdonald, Esq. James H. Monaghan. 

&c. &c. &c. 



— No. 3. — 

Minute or Order by the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, on the Report of Messrs. 

Hatchell and Monaghan, respecting the Dublin Police Magistrates and 

Offices. 

The vacancies which have occurred among the divisional magistrates of 
police in the City of Dublin, having afforded to the Lord Lieutenant an oppor- 
tunity of carrying into effect a plan which has been long under the considera- 
tion of the Government, his Excellency has directed the following arrangement : 

The whole number of magistrates is reduced from 12 to 9. 

The office at Arran-quay is abolished, and the duties which were performed 
there are to be transferred to the office in Henry-street. 

The magistrates appointed to the several offices are as follows : 

Head Office : — Alderman Fleming, Mr. Porter, and Mr. Fitzsimon. To the 
ordinary business of this office will be added the entire duty of the Carriage 
Court, as formerly, together with all cases submitted by the Excise. 

Henry-street Office: — Mr. Studdert, Dr. Kelly, and Mr. Duffey. 

, College-street Mr. Hitchcock, Alderman Tyndal, and Mr. O’Callaghan. 
To this office will be attached the additional duty of Kingstown. 

In consideration of the increased labour thus thrown upon the magistrates, 
his Excellency ha's determined, under the power given him by the Act 1 Viet, 
c. 25, s. 17, to raise their salaries to 560 1. each, being somewhat more than the 
600 1. Irish currency received under the late arrangement by the chief magis- 
trate of the Head Office ; the 200 1. for house-rent hitherto allowed to the chief 
magistrate, as well as the 100/. paid by the Commissioners of Excise to the 
barrister sitting at the Head Office, for hearing excise cases, are henceforth dis- 
continued. 

All the magistrates will be required to attend daily at their offices from ten 
till four o’clock, unless a special leave of absence be granted to them ; and one of 
those who attend the Head Office must be there at half-past nine every morning, 
to dispose of the charges for the preceding night, and thereby relieve the police 
who have been on night duty. 

(signed) N. H. Macdonald. 

Dublin Castle, 3 March 1841. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




THE DUBLIN POLICE OFFICES. 



7 



A Return of the Number of Dublin Police Magistrates, and the Amount of 
' j jL ALAE , t ’ statm S the Increase or Decrease, if any, since Messrs. Hatchett 
and Monaghan s Report, and the Cause of it ; and whether any of the nresent 
Magistrates pursue other Avocations. 

Number of magistrates? — Nine. 

Salary of each : — £.560 per annum. 

Increase or decrease? — The number of magistrates formerly was 12, whose 
united salaries amounted to 6,830 l. 15s. 2d.; but by the death of Mr. Tudor 
and Major Sirr, and the superannuation of Major Darley from length of service 
11 wui er WaS r 5 d ^ Ced to and fixed at nine ’ whose united salaries are 5,040/. ’ 
Whether any of the present magistrates pursue other avocations?— On this 
point, answers to the following effect have been received : 

Head Office : Alderman Fleming, no other avocation. 

Counsellor Porter, ditto. 

Mr. Fitzsimon, ditto. 

Henry-street Mr. Studdert; is agent to the Atlas Insurance Company, in 
conjunction with his son. 

Mr. Duffy, no other avocation. 

Dr. Kelly, seneschal of Grange Gorman Manor Court. 
College-street Alderman Tyndal, no other avocation. 

Counsellor Hitchcock, ditto. 

Mr. O’Callaghan, ditto. 

Dublin Castle, 24 April 1841. 



Dublin Castle, 27 April 1841. 



(A true Copy.) 



Wm. Tighe Hamilton. 
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